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Abstract ;: Polybrominated Diphenyl Ethers( PBDEs) were measured in camphor bark samples from 40 locations in Suzhou, Nantong and
Wuxi, Jiangsu Province. The samples were extracted by accelerated solvent extraction ( ASE) and analyzed using gas chromatography/
mass spectrometry ( GC-MS). The 8 PBDEs were detected in all samples and the average concentrations of total PBDEs(BDE28, 47,
100, 99, 153, 154, 183, 209 ) was 835 wg/kg lipid weight (ranged from 112 to 7 460 wg/kg lipid weight) . The BDE209 was the main

homologues and accounted for 65. 7% -99. 6% of Z xPBDEs. The predominant commercial products source for PBDEs in bark was

Deca-BDE commercial products. Concentration of Z 8PBDES detected in central district of Nantong were significantly higher than
those in industrial park, suggesting the discharge of industrial point source might be the main source of PBDEs in this city. No
significant difference was found between the levels of Z 8PBDES in camphor bark collected from Suzhou and Wuxi. It can be

concluded that the two cities are contaminated interactionally by PBDEs through atmospheric dispersion. The homologue and congener
profiles of penta-BDEs for camphor bark were not consistent with commercial products, atmosphere and dust soil, which related with
adsorption effect of tree bark and degradation effect of PBDEs.
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Fig.1 Locations of camphor bark sample in Wuxi
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A 2 32 %

fis K =8: 24U LL ) : BDE28 . 47, 100, 99, 154,
153, 183 (20 pg/mL) F1 BDE209 (200 pg/mL).
(AccuStandard, Inc A%, 2€ &) ; PCB209 ( IE &\ %% )
100 wg/mL (AccuStandard, Inc A w], KHE ).

WebRic 47 2 " C-BDE28, 47,100, 99 | 153,
154, 183 (50 wg/mL)," C-BDE209 (50 pg/mL)
(Cambridge Isotope Laboratories 23], 5 ).

WP HE A+ H (12 mL 2 g): (Supelco 24 7, 3
).
1.2.2 s

I 7 R ¢ B A (ASE- 300 Dionex 24 ], 3
) 5 T H B2k FE #0835 6 F A3 (S A )
QP2010-plus GC/MS, HA) . (Agilent 7890 / 5975C
ZHEAC R AT B A W), 28 ) 5 e B 2% AL (RETT
Biichi 22w, Fij L) 5 147 28 AL (BVI80 S A+,
HA).
1.3 Feanab sl

W KA AR S N L2 T4 4% 48h ) T4 &
K, TG AL S BERE ) < 0. Sem® BE A, B AN 14
REBERE S PRI AR 2 B VR & 24 50, DN 5 W B 5 B, O ik
Z W ICHERL17 ].
1.3.1 %

H4 20,00 g £5 F B b ke N o i R AR A
100 mL AR, noN 20 pL A5 8 Fh A A7 2 A5 i
) PBDEs #3¥ (5 pg/mL) J5 L HLAS L. Jr H] % )44
ZVOECK) /VORE) =10 15 Z Mk E 100°C ;
AFEEUA (A 9 10 min; ZXHE S5 4 1,034 x 107 Pa
(1500 psi) ; ZHUIE IR EL 2 K.
1.3.2 e

RWOK L TE e 28 RAGKR A 229 1 mL, i A 10
mL 1F O 8 v 1, 28 T0 KB IR B I 7K )i e B8 &2 4%
WO SF . O IR R 4 2 I, B2 OE Db
I EGEW]. R AU, B 10 mL OE g A IR
R AH , & JF 1E S Fe A, i N 3d& & (1) 3% NaHCO, /K
VUK TS ATUAH W T 1 23 B A LR I G K B R BN S
W2 1 mL AR 10 mL E Ces S BE(1: T4
FALL) F1 20 mL JE QU364 95 2 B AT 0 vk 4
WoE A 2R, 15 mL JE Obd: SR (1:
LARBIEE ) WKk, B I 0 4 O 2 4 o0 i e S, 4 ]
AT A RALAR IR G 2 AL T 1 mL B8 R MR,
TN FRIC PBDEs F1 PCB209 15 4 3 KFE N F5 , S A 4
1 mL #47 GC-MS H1 GC-NCI-MS ] & .
1.4 GC/MS 4 #7

(1)BDE28 ., 47,100, 99, 153, 154, 183 fy 4%

AN E (LT 25 U5 Agilent 7890 / 5975C)

B3 4E . DB-530 m x 0. 25 mm x 0. 25 pm df; #
FE N BE 270°C 5 £ 3% / 50 3% 2 kL 2 - 270°C ;5 & 1
Y5 B 2 230°C s kA 7 2 AN 43 ik A 5 B T 4%
£ .60°C (f#£3%E 1 min) , BL 30 °C/minF} & 240°C | F
PL 10 C/minJ} £ 320°C , {445 5 min.

(2) BDE209 A% &% 43 #r 45 11 ( 4k 2% 8 1 Ui
QP2010-plus)

38 K . ZB-5SHT 15 m x 0.25 mm x0. 1 pm df;
HERE DR 270°C 5 £ 3% / 0 3 B2 11 UL % . 280°C 5 &
YRR B 2 260°C 5 1A U5 2 s B AN 43 i AT 180
kPa(1 min) ; F2 /5 JHi 46 £ : 100°C (£ ¥ 1 min) , LA
30 °C/minft & 220°C , 7 Lk 20 °C/minF} % 320°C ,
R ¥F 5 min.

L5 Jrii 4l KRR

P 5 E A5 R A% 0 1R A7 2 A5 il 1) 8 Ff PBDEs
FrAER W, 4 [ A7 F A5 id (1) PBDEs b5 £ ¥ [5] i 2% 78
50% ~150% 2 [ i), A H IR0 A7 28 AR A S 3 s e B
FHRE [ AR 45 1) PBDEs. J7 v %% [ 2 75 [ BDE209
Ab LT E YRR H, BDE209 (1 7 v 5 FUE T3
1 1.86 wg/kg. AL 50% = = 52 1l AR AR 2 el 72 4
FEAE ¥ vl R A B AR I b S B g5 R R, 8 b
PBDEs 1) [0 g £ 7F 78.2% ~ 178% 2 [A]. ~VFAT #f J&
TAR P47 B (0 4 X i 22 20% LL . 7 Bl PBDEs ( (&
BDE209 4} ) J5 vk K K FR 24 0.05 ~ 0.09 pg/kg,
BDE209 (1] 57 vE K B 4 1. 99 pe/ke.

2 iR

2.1 HFEKYP

3 AN 40 KAL) 8 B PBDEs 4 # H, 3
i BDE28 ., 47 . 99, 209 [fI4x 64 100% , L&
F AR PR R A HOR T 73.3% . B R RE
> PBDEs “F¥y& & (LUK ) b 835 ng/kg , &
EYLH 112 ~7460 wg/kg, ARS8 WER 1. 750
Hi ¥ 8 Fi PBDEs & 44 f , BDE209 F (& 1) L 45 2k
65.7% ~99.6% , ;& ¥ &b 1 & B & 4r. 4,
BDE183 ;2 ik & PBDEs v 3= i & & (1) [A) % 44, 7
45.5% . 3L & Mk Y BDE4T (22.7% ). BDE154
(11.1% ) . BDE99 (6.05% ). BDE153 (5.79% ) .
BDE28 (5.62% ). BDE99 ( 6.05% ) 1 BDEI100
(3.20% ).

W B2 AR R KRB R AT &, Wt PBDEs [ £
AT DL W KA PBDEs ()75 YRR B M . T
AT B A B e vh 2 22 PBDEs 54 & BDE209, K] it
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Table 1  Summary of Z 8PBDES concentrations in camphor bark samples from Suzhou, Nantong and Wuxi /pg-kg ™'

% I3 M g o]

B/ % TP 5 B/ % V¥ T g% T 1t
BDE28 100 2.01 0.216 ~6.03 100 3.86 0.122 ~25.9 100 2.20 0.111 ~7.64
BDE 47 100 6. 42 0.442 ~19.2 100 23.6 0.331 ~177 100 4.60 0.233 ~20.1
BDE 100 93.3 1.90 ND ~5.90 100 2.50 0.127 ~9.13 100 1. 04 0.099 ~4.40
BDE 99 100 2.48 0.191 ~10.5 100 3.49 0.121 ~18.5 100 1.83 0.124 ~9. 46
BDE 154 93.3 2.53 ND ~16.5 90. 5.85 ND ~49.7 73.3 0. 467 ND ~2.01
BDE 153 86.6 1.85 ND ~4.72 100 14.3 0.144 ~115 80.0 1.45 ND ~7.82
BDE 183 100 5.44 1.35~11.0 100 55.6 5.13 ~405 93.3 9.98 ND ~25.1
BDE 209 100 927 82.0 ~7420 100 950 148 ~3 240 100 542 121 ~2 590
z xPBDES 100 950 112 ~7 460 100 1059 182 ~3 290 100 563 156 ~2 600

L)ND . Akt 7 BELLIS 3T
KA PBDEs 75 4% & %2 ¢ i BDE209 5 44 it B 11,
X5 OIF R LS — 5.

2.2 Bz 8 B PBDEs 4 1] 43 A7 45 AiE

3 AN & S ALRE S TR > PBDEs (5 225
R, R IS H B AR R N R S B,
> PBDEs &t ik 7460 pg/kgfif . & ik ALY
Jo JR M B LTS S, > PBDEs % HE Dy 73.3
pg/ kg fliz H.

3 AN TS SRR > PBDEs & RS
TEAZIR T R B ARAR. — 2 R R T S5 a5 B I 5 4 T A
TP X B A2 38 B3, G BE 3 117 X 1 R R
SN EE T O AT Skm, PR T DX IR 5 N v BE
R Vb 15 5e AUEE T O 1 18km. — & IR O it
T T 5 ARAR A T8l K R M, R a2 ) AR A 8 B
B, ] LU AR 2 ORI A A (1) PBDEs, JU 3L 2
If) W B T 350RE 4 L (% BDE209 .3 13 WY A % mT LA
A 0 B R B 4 UKL ) PBDEs (195 4% FI 9 HL. 3
AN T AR R T B G e IR 8 A T i) PBDESs 9K JE
3 A 5 I HE A ) 0 A s A R BE A B T R T
b X B 6 88 i B, 3X i W) PBDEs ()95 %
5 NS ) B DA G

B T R R Nk B X R R AR A
> PBDEs i J % 536 [ 47 75 5 35 A A (945 21,
L DR B RE A>T PBDESs 5 B A% H 5 i
b, i Mk BE DR RE > PBDESs 5 4t iy HL 3
B, T RE L 1 DT PBDES S 3 3 it izt it
KT X, WA 4. X5 Eg I R U
RIAE AR E R vl SE N B RO A SRV P2
TR BN (355 km?) | 3050117 B B v 9 K

IS

Y 76 AL AR T 77 i 0 A 2 A AR X, 5 oht X%
A TARFE X 4 A5 g0 HUBRE, s L 46 T
452 DA TE Tl Sk 2 0 il JBURE ) 4R JBOK YR % AR
MRS > PBDEs g4 1 2257 BDE209 & it
(K1 5% 0. DR AR 2 Nl i PBDEs (1) 5 22 B UK.

I N RSG5 117 1 v A R T Bl D 1 R k£
> PBDEs & it A b i Bk, WA 4. X AT i 5 X
2 AN ST R Sk R AT DR R AT S T T
DA (> 1500 k), — £ 5L 4 () Tl fd
X B B % 0 X AR R S km, BEAFIX 2 AN Tk AL
A3k A PR T PR B £ 3T B i e DA T XA
M 1) S S8, 390717 e 0 DX 5 B B ASER T R T
DRIk 1l e DX AR A2 S, 44 PBDES ¥4 B 75 34k 113
KA R LA A, 3 R e DR I X
PBDEs & 5 % 47 3% 19 2 5% 53 4, 95 0 v o (X FF
Wity > PBDEs ) 4 &t A2 46 i [l %6 (161 ~ 7 460
we/kg) L 1M1 JE B 0 X > PBDEs (228 ~ 457
we/ k) )5 AR QAU 4 e B0 e DX K
MAEAE S b PBDEs 32 Tl 5 4 U5 0 5% w1 8K i
TGO R D PBDEs 52 42 117 v
X7 % 58 AR 0 52 AL 5 1 M 95 4% Y £ 3% o

Hi0 N I 45 2 S DU 2R T R B S
M B 8 Ay A 1 7 N 5 AL R A 1 R A T
Fedhd > PBDEs B ik 32 2252 01 16 W it - 80K 4
(f) BDE209 {35 W , 0L 55 M . JC 85 Tl il X 4 B
Fedi > PBDEs (478 pg/kg, 1020 pg/kg) i35

KR T 38 Mk KRR ZSPBDES (2980

pg/kg) .
2.3 PBDEs [f] & {4 ¥ 73 A7 A 2 5 SR U5 2 B
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Fig.4 Concentration distribution of Z 8l"BDEs in

camphor bark samples from the center district and

industrial park of Suzhou, Nantong and Wuxi

BDE209 & i J2 # 5 th 8 F' PBDEs rfd5 3 221
IFi] e A, 0 BH YL 9 i B & JE 30T Hh ) PBDES ¥ 3L 2
ALJE BDE209 ¥4 4. 31X b5 o [5 A T 96 AR BH 8 7
(BFRs) 9 2 - W I06 8 k1l iy o sz — 30
BDE183 J& 5541 7 #it PBDEs h 3= i 5z i (1 [ e 44
BDE183 & J\ ¥ Ik % ik 7= b 1) 3= 22 Bl 2y, B okt JUR
PR 2 Tk BEL A48 7)1 2% b DX A7 E — 5 R JEE 1 A P B A7 7
BRI SR B TR Y T
ST it 3 A N A S T R e TR R T I S A AT
Wz — X AR W] e p ) BDE183 #1376 K . 5Ll
TN E NN &N = S N
TIORL W) 45 £, B R B B % AL RE 22 1L BURL ) 25 16+
TERRIT )\ IR AR TG 4 Tk A6 W B £ B AE 22 AL BRI A 3R

A 82. 5% FFEH K FE i 1) BDELS4 = 5 KT Tolk iy
i BDE154 (1) F B (2.93% ), iX W] §¢ 5 BDE209 #i
BDE183 [ fi#t & BDE154 45 5:"°"; BDE99 7f Penta-
BDEs th T o Lt 5 W AH X 88/, IX 7T fig 5 BDE-99 1k
AR TR 855 o B Ao R B Ay o6 RS R L T
wi A6 ¥ PBDEs 7= ity B 5031 A [ 0 55 o, ) o o B
AL E B AR S 40 fE R4 VK A PBDEs [ %%
b3 A5 A R AR 2 ) 5 B AR IR BT [ AR 1R A
UL A4 J Hh Penta-BDEs % AR [ 3= 5 Fl 77 i vh 1) 3=
FEfEfE g R

W Rz T 5 ¥ %% (1 BDE28 L i v B 4 ik A
bl s A 1 = 1 T A R N A < 0 = o AT IR 7299
A IR AR TRE 2R K, m DA ok 55 W e b b i ) s A
1 FH A B A0z
2.4 AJE ML IX A K PBDESs 1) L

H A, H WAL C 8 TT e T — S
PBDEs [FJ#JF 5T, F1 L& Hb X B J2 71 [f) PBDEs L8 k&
I, 44 7 v i) BDE28 . 47, 100, 99, 153, 154, 183,
209 s H # fx w11 PBDEs #1{k ; BDE209 & B J
R % 1) PBDEs Bk LR 2. TR F A

#2 HEWXH LT BDE209 & i L") /ug-ke ™!
Table 2 Comparison of BDE209 in bark from other area /pg-kg -!

BDE209

> PBDEs % 4

RAEH R REERS | g i &l PBDEs i 2 S ik
KA RFEI (] T S PBDEs [LBL/% (BDE209 4 ) ez s Fli 2 LR
5P kT 2009 4 B b 89.9 835(751) > PBDEs AW
CBE R PBDEs , 17, 49, 66, 71, 85,
T [E 68 T 2004 ~2007 4 *’ﬁw; LAENGAR 37.8 ~88.4 0.02 ~48.3 2, ° [16]
BB A5 15 B Fi 138, 189, 190
. ) > PBDEs . 49, 66, 85, 138,
I3 2000 ~2001 £ #AKE . KL AHE 66. 00 2.3 ~5700 8 [17]
166, 196, 203, 206 , 207 , 208
& M B 2006 47 H O RAME 56.9 ~87.2 140(110) > PBDEs [18]
) > PBDEs . 196, 197 198 201,
1 [ 2006 4F: AL 88. 80 1.8(1.6) 8 [19]
203, 204, 206, 207, 208
i [ 2006 4 AR 80. 20 8.1(6.5) el I [19]
I 2006 4 M 89.50 48(43) Mk [19]

1) ZXPBDES 73 BDE28 | 47,100, 99, 153, 154 183, 209; & L fF & 1t
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Fig.5 Comparison of penta-BDE congener profiles in 70-5DE

mixture, DE71,dust from house, atmosphere and bark

o 7 #E M B2 IK) PBDEs A1 BDE209 (1) 3% i Ak T
B K 5 TS0 Bl J2 PBDEs B AR Bl S AR 5
DX 5l 18 AN [, 3X 7 T ) B A 7 B — BT

3 4ie

(1) F R Bz ol 52 19 8 F PBDEs 1, BDE209
ST BRI 2 S, HLIkJ2 BDELS3 il BDE4T.

(2) M8 T Tl [ X A AR R
> PBDEs T3 KT o0 DXRE il f 35 . 55 g 1l A
JeB T Tk X () PBDEs B i C) 2 5% mi 2 3% 1 o0
X 3.

(3) % K& W Jz P ¥y PBDEs 3= 25k [ T Wi ki 4 W
Fy, PBDEs >k i 3= 2 1 50 Bk o8 18k 7 . B R
Penta-BDEs £ iR AR ik 7= il [] I 14 5L 4 1 LE A AN
564 — 30, X 5 W Bz (1) W% Bt /1 H A1 PBDESs [ Jlid ¥ 1%
fil A %, A % IR R T 7 TR X M ) A R A A
Rk — LW oR.

(4) 5 [ Py A O 78 B e, 75 N, e Ol A G
T AR 2 PBDEs (155 5 Ak T8 i 7K~
% R
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